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UNITARIANS DEFENDED BY THEIR 
OPPONENTS. 
( Concluded. ) 

From the article now alluded to, and which 
has given occasion to this condensed state 
of the question, we make the following short 
extract, which we do most heartily wish and 
pray might be revolved in the minds of those, 
who have ever taken upa rash prejudice against 


Unitarians for attempting to restore the text of 


the Holy Bible to its genuine and original pu- 
rity. 

“We entreat,” say the Reviewers, the fu- 
ture advocates of 1 John, v. 7. to bear in 
mind, that whatever censures may be justly 
due to those who would reject any text which 
really forms a portion of the sacred volume, 
may with equal propriety be directed against 
those who would introduce a text which is not 
proved really to belong to it.”” No. 52. p. 340. 

In order to encourage our Unitarian friends, 
and to let all our readers see the exact state 
to which the Trinitarian controversy is at 
present reduced, we subjoin one more sen- 
tence from the closing period of the article 
before us. “ The doctrine of the Trinity,” 
conclude the Reviewers, “ is capable of be- 
ing satisfactorily maintained from many other 
passages of Sceripture,—passages less open 
and direct, indeed, than this before us, but 
borrowing a peculiar force from the inciden- 
tal manner in which they occur, and from 
the appearance which they every where pre- 
sent, of allusion to a doctrine familiar to the 
minds of the sacred writers, and essentially 
connected with the original plan of the gos- 


pel.” 








———————————— 


What! is it come to this? Have the cham- 
pions of orthodoxy at length been compelled 
to conclude that the doctrine of the Trinity 
is to be maintained only from passages not 
very “open and direct’”—that it borrows its 
force from its * incidental” introduction—and 
that it has nothing better to show for itself 
How 
much would the Unitarian side of the ques- 


than an occasional “ allusion” to it? 


tion preponderate, if we were but allowed to 
use this argument of indirect, and incidental 
allusions ! In the mean time, as an answer to 
the conclusion of the Reviewer, which is, that 
the doctrine was, “ familiar to the minds of 
the sacred writers, and essentially connected 
with the original plan of the gospel,” we hap- 
pen to have at command in one of the writings 
of Mr. Belsham, a very powerful passage, 
precisely in point, with which, being a far 
better reply to the above argument than any 
which we could hope to arrange, we will 
gratify our readers. | 
From Belsham’s Reply to Moysey’s Bampton 
Lectures, published at London, 1819. 
“It would have been utterly impossible 
that our Lord’s contemporaries, his Apos- 
les, his companions and disciples, or that 
the historians of his life, and miracles, and 
sufferings, should have written and spoken of 
him, have conversed with him, and behaved to 
him with all the familiarity which they always 
manifested, if they believed that Christ was in 
truth the very and eternal God. Let us fora mo- 
ment place ourselves in their situation ; and 
we shall feel at once, that the instant the 
amazing truth was communicated to them, 
their faculties would be absorbed in terror and 
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astonishiacnt;—no more free conversation, 
no more asking of questions; no more attempts 
to impose upon him or to rebuke him: the 
greatest awe and distance would instantaneous- 
ly take place, and all the endearing and fa- 
miltar relations of master, instructor, com- 
panion and friend, would be absorbed in the 
overwhelming apprehension of their Maker 
and their God. 

“ And what would be the style and manner 
of those who, under these impressions, should 
sit down to write the narrative of his life and 
his miracles, his discourses and his sufferings ¢ 
Would three out of four of his historians 
completely forget the awful fact of his divine 
nature, and not drop a single hint of it from 
the beginning to the end of their histories ? 
W ould the rest of the sacred writers have in- 
sisted upon this circumstance only incidental- 
ly and obscurely ¢ Would the most direct evi- 
dence of the divinity of Christ have been 
found chiefly in passages at least suspicious, 
if not notoriously spurious ? Would the great 
discovery have been left to be spelled out from 
a text here and another there, which if put to- 
gether by a profound scholar, and especially 
by one who was critically versed in the nice- 
ties of the Greek article, might to men, whose 
minds are fond of mystery, be made to con- 
vey some such dark and hidden meaning ? 
Would it be necessary, in order to establish 
the astonishing doctrine of the proper deity 
of Christ, to collect twenty or thirty texts, 
which, some being rightly, and some wrong- 
ly translated, might appear to countenance it; 
and to repeat those texts over and over, so 
that ignorant and inattentive persons might 
imagine that they recurred in every page of 
the New-Testament ? If Mathew, and Mark, 
and Luke, and John, and Paul, and Peter, 
believed “that our Lord Jesus Christ is the 
very and eternal God, of one substance with 
the Father,’ could they not have expressed 
the doctrine in language as plain as that of 
the learned Lecturer, or any other framer or 
supporter of creeds and articles whatever ? 
and could they not with equal facility have la- 


vished the charges of falsehood, impiety and 
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blasphemy, against the impugners of the faith? 
{am confident that it isimpossible for any per- 
son, who reflects calmly and seriously upon 
the subject, to doubt, that if the doctrine of 
their Lord’s equality with God were true, and 
made known to the Apostles and first believers, 
their minds would have been so deeply and so 
powerfully impressed with the subject,that they 
would be able to think,and speak,and write of 
nothing else, and that this great and wonderful 
ductrine would be blazoned from one end of 
the New Testament to the other: it would 
flame in every chapter, it would shine in eve- 
ry page, it would dazzle in every line. That 
it does not so; that not only pages and chap- 
ters, but even whole books of the New Tes- 
tament, yea, that professed histories of our 
Lord’s life and character, and of the progress 
and success of his doctrine, of what he was 
and what he taught, and of what his disci- 
ples said and.taught of him, should have pas- 
sed over this great discovery in silence as deep 
and as total as the silence of the grave, is a de- 
monstyation as clear as light to every human 
belagiahid understanding is not veiled by the 
grossest prejudice, that these writers had ne- 
ver heard of the divinity of Christ, that it 
never entered into their conception that the 
Master whom they revered and loved, was 
the very and eternal God whom they adored 
and worshipped. All arguments and criti- 
cisms, however ingenious, however learned, 
however recondite, which can be produced 
in reply to considerations and facts like these, 
areas chaff before the whirlwind; and like 
Sampson’s cords, they fall asunder, as a 
thread of tow when touched by the fire. 


A 40<>O> > 
THE SOUTHERN INTELIGENCER. 


In our last we made some remarks on the 
general spirit of misrepresentation in a cer- 
tain article in this paper. On this part of 
the subject we have nothing to add; but, be- 
fore dismissing it, we beg leave, once more, 
to enter our most solemn protest against this 
manner of condueting—or rather of abusing 
the discussion, which circumstances have re- 
cently awakened among us. The Editor of 
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the Southern Intelligencer may be assured, 
that, whatever may be the partial and tem- 
porary efiects of such a course, it cannot, in 
the long run, prove serviceable to the cause, 
which he is labouring to support. ‘The pub- 
lic will, in time, become disabused of the 
deception, which has been practised upon 
them; and when they find that men in- 
ferior to none in our country for learning and 
piety—for blameless purity of character and 
usefulness of life, have been falsely represen- 
ted to them as “infidels in disguise” as 
“sneering enemies of true religion” as en- 
gaged in artfully and nefariously endeavour- 
ing to undermine the faith and morals of the 
rising generation ; it is impossible they should 
not experience a revulsion of feeling and sen- 
timent, which whoever may have cause to 
deprecate, Unitarians certainly will nor. 
Sound policy therefore, as well as christian 
charity and gentlemanly courtesy, requires 
that these unhallowed weapons be laid aside. 

If our tenets be unscriptural, or contrary 
to sound reason, by reason and scripture let 
them be refuted. ‘lo these tests we contin- 
ually appeal: and to these tests our oppo- 
nents must come at last. ‘There is a spirit of 
fearless inquiry awakening in the community, 
far more extensively than they seem to be 
aware; and this spirit will not be permanent- 
ly checked in its progress, or diverted from 
its purpose by alarming denunciations. ‘The 
warning voice “ touch not, taste not, handle 
not” has, in a great measure lost its efficacy. 
Men will hear, read, and examine for them- 
selves—we think those are blind, who cannot 
discern these signs of the times.” 

But we wish to offer a few remarks,on cer- 
tain incidental topicks, in the article under 
consideration. 

Will our readers believe us when we in- 
form them, that this writer reckons Newton 
and Locke among those “lights of religion, 
true science and sound philosophy,” whose 
character and works M1. Norton “ pretends 
to hold in contempt and abhorrence ;” and 
whose religion fills him with “ loathing and 
horror?” Yes, readers, such is the fact. 
Surely the Editor of the Southern Intelligen- 
cer, cannot be ignorant that the authority of 
these men, whatever it be worth, is claimed, 
at least, as belonging to our side of the ques- 
tion. Whether this claim be well founded, or 
not, still it is hardly credible, that, as long as 
it continues to be made, any of us should af- 
fect to hold, either their character or works, in 
both abhorrence or contempt. ‘The fact, that 
these emminent men were strictly Unitarians, 
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we think has been satisfactorily proved. We 
cannot enter upon the question now. But 
we ask this Editor, to how many of the theo- 
logical opinions of Mr. Locke he would cor- 
dially subscribe ? And against how many ot! 
them he would deem it fit to caution his rea- 
ders as dangerous crrors.  Atter this we shall 
hardly be surprised. when next the Editor of 
the Southern Intelligencer makes a discharge 
of formidable names to batter down the de- 
fences of Unitarianism, to find those of Lard- 
ner, Emlyn and Lindsey among the number. 
Again what does he mean by asking, “ what 
was the influence which brought three thou- 
sand to confess the Saviour on the day ot 
Pentecost! what but the” influence of the 
“ Holy Spirit” &c. Does he mean to intimate, 
that Unitarians deny the influence of the Ho- 
ly Spirits If he really thinks so, then we say 
that, until he is better informed, he is not 
qualified to bring our opinions into discussion. 
In answer to his inquiry we reply that it was, 
unquestionably the influence of the Holy Spi- 
rit, impressing on the consciences of the au- 
diencea discourse as simply and distinetly Uni- 
tarian as was ever uttered by man, inspired oO 
uninspired. Wherever the doctrines vulgarly 
denominated orthodox may be taught, in this 
sermon of St. Peter they certainly are not. 
Another charge against Unitarianism, is 
that its doctrines are embraced by a “ few in- 
dividuals” only—and that they are “ novel,” 
“set up in defiance of the learning, genius 
and purity of the ancient luminaries of tue 
church” &c. With regard to the first part of 
this charge, we will only say, as was said by 
a celebrated general when it was objected 
against him that he was too young—* It is a 
fault which will be mending every day.” We 
confidently predict that, in a few years, this 
charge will no longer be made. As to the no- 
velty of our opinions, it is obvious to reply, 
that, if our interpretation of the sacred wri- 
tings be correct, and we have as gooda right thus 
toussume the question to be proved, as our op- 
ponents, they are as oldas the days of Moses, 
at least. But allowing, for arguments sake, 
that our mterpretation of scripture is altoge- 
ther erroneous, still this writer, certainly, 
knows that Unitarianism, not the name, but 
the thing, is no novelty. ‘Thetruth is it can be 
traced back in the distance of ages gone by, 
till the light of ecclesiastical history becomes 
too feeble to guide our researches. Has this 
writer never heard of Arius, of Paul of Sa- 
mosata, of the equivocal orthodoxy of Euse- 
bius and Origen, or of the sect of the Ebionites ? 
Has he never read the loud complaints of 'Ter- 
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tulian concerning the prevalence of these opin- 
ions amone both Greeksand Latins; Novelo- 
pinions, truly! But supposing they were as no- 
vel,andhad been embraced by as tew, as he pre- 
tends this would furnish a feeble presumption 
only against their correctness. ‘There was atime 
when christianity itself was a novelty ; and 
when its votaries were few in number, and ob- 
secure in rank. And what was then the lan- 
guage of the dominant orthodoxy, of the ex- 
clusive religionists, of the day?’ * This peo- 
ple, are cursed—have any of the rulers, or 
of the pharisecs believed on him?” And when 
this new doctrine had extended itself beyond 
the limits of Judea, its progress was regarded, 
at first, with contemptuous silence. ‘The sup- 
porters of the ancient system, however, soon 
took the alarm. ‘They denounced the preach- 
ers of christianity asthe propogators of * per- 
nicious novelties,” as impious assailants of the 
time-hallowed creeds and venerable institutions 
of their fathers. The same ery was raised by the 
champions of the Romish Church against the 
reformers. ‘They were represented as au- 
dacious in “ setting up their novel opinions 
in defiance of the learning and genius” of ir- 
irrefragable doctors, bishops, popes and 
councils, and “ of the millions’? who implicit- 
ly received their authority. It is, indeed the 
standing reproach, with which truth, and im- 
provement of every kind have been assailed, 
from the days of Adam until now. It is 
somewhat amusing, however, to observe that, 
while Unitarianism is denounced on account 
of its novelty, the followers of Wesley, over 
whose bones the earth is hardly dried, are 
reckoned among the “ ancient churches,” who 
may be justly secandalized at our presumption 
in calling in question the dogmas of their ve- 
nerable creeds. 

We are happy to learn, from this Edi- 
tor’s authority that there is such a * olo- 
rious harmony and delightful unity in’ the 
christian world.” In the simplicity of our 
hearts, we had thought otherwise. When we 
found, on the records of a general Presbytery, 
some very prevalent opinions among the or- 
thodox denounced, along with Unitarianism, 
as damnable heresies, we could hardly regard 
it as asympton of * delightful unity.” Nei- 
ther did we perceive much of “ glorious har- 
mony” in the recent contest between Hopkin- 
sians and Calvinists in one of the northern 
cities; during which the reverend combatants, 
on either side worried each other, till their 
very bands must have blushed. It seems we 
were deceived. Our “carnal reason” misled us. 
They did it but in sport, “ murdered in jest.” 
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At bottom they were perfectly “ harmoni- 
ous ;” full of mutual kindness and Christian 
charity. It is true that, just at this time, cir- 
cumstances have forced the contending par- 
ties to a sort of sullen truce; but the fire of 
their recent animosities is not quenched ; it is 
but ill concealed under treacherous ashes, and 
a slight blast would infallibly fan it intoa flame. 
ven now there are “ specks of war’ in the 
horizon of orthodoxy, which are deeply por- 
tentous of coming strife. Do we state these 
things as intriumph? Indeed we do not; they 
are the opprobium of our common Christiani- 
ty. But when orthodoxy, to all its other pre- 
tensions, adds that of the peaceful and harmo- 
nizing spirit of its votaries, it may be well to 
show it, in the mirror of past events, its true 
“form and pressure.” — It is impossible that a 
system, that claims for itself the exclusive pos- 
session of truth, and piety, should not imbue 
its individual adherents, more or less, with an 
intolerant spirit, by which each in his turn 
will be led to judge, condemn, and set at 
nought his brother. Under the shade of such 
a system, if there be peace, itis only the calm 
of mental despotism. 


—=<<0<>B>-0> > = 
POBIRY. 


There is a thought can lift the soul 
Above the dull cold sphere that bounds it ; 
A star that sheds its mild control, 
Brightest when grief’s dark cloud surrounds it ; 
And pours a soft pervading ray, 
Life’s ills may never chase away. 


When earthly joys have left the breast, 
And e’en the last fond hope it cherish’d 
Of mortal bliss, too, like the rest, 
Beneath woe’s withering touch hath perish’d- 
With fadcless lustre streams that light, 
A halo on the brow of night. 


And bitter were our sojourn here, 
In this wide wilderness of sorrow, 
Did not that rainbow beam appear, 
The herald of a brighter morrow, 
A beam of mercy from on high, 
To guide us to eternity. 
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